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EPA has determined that the HRS score of any site that is progressing towards listing on the 
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r------------------..........,--~-------,--------------· 

• GENERAL INFORMATION . • 

Site Description and Operational History: Provide a brief description of the site and its operatio story. 

site name, owner, operator, type of facility and operations, size of property, active or inactive sta , an 
generation. Summarize waste treatment, storage, or disposal activities that have or may have occ ed at the · ; note 

whether these activities are documented or alleged. Identify all source types and prior spills, floods, or . Summar' 
highlights of the PA and other investigations. Cite references. 

The Metals Testing Company (Former) pro 
approximately 42,250 square feet (fil), lo 
Hartford County, Connecticut at coord' s 
west longitude (Figure 1). The South W. dsor 
Map No. 111-49 and Parcels Nos. 1 d . Con.talll~· 

has been limited to Parcel No. 1. 
Myette since 1979. TheW. F. My: e 
as a warehouse for materials ass cia 
hoists, and other material han ng 

r Lr--J 
\ ~ - / ng Company (Former) 

~~o. CTD055506828 

The 

ing Company (MTC) operated on 
co ucted non-destructive testing of 

c nents on the property . Operational 
oresc t g n an testing, magnetic particle inspection, 

) [ . 

2 

e maximum quantities of these materials 
detailed in the following table. 

Maximum Quantit 
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BASE MAP IS A PORTION Of' THE fOLLOWiNG 7.5 V.S.G.S. OUAORANGLE(S): 
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AREA OF DETAIL 

/ 

/ 

········>····· 0~''.1~<-q"t ..... . 
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SOURCE: REPORT OF FINDINGS -
FORMER METALS TESTING SITE
ERD ENVIRONMENTAL, INC. 
MARCH 1997 
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• • 
GENERAL INFORMATION (Continued) 

EE) collected soil samples from the property on 
d Groundwater Sampling and Analysis Summary for 

om anY, ( envt ental survey). The CEE environmental survey was 
e r ati n of MTC to another parcel in South Windsor, Connecticut [5] . 
S-1, S- S-4, S-5, S-7 through S-15, S-17, and S-18) were collected as 

ample ere collected from 0 to 4 feet below grade on the property. 
fr m areas on the property that were thought to have been 

~-........ ~ histo · al on-site operations [5]. 

analyzed for total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) via EPA Method 418.1, 
·c compounds (VOCs) via EPA Method 8010, and aromatic VOCs via 

eral of the soil samples were also analyzed for seven leachable metals 

(al mi!3ndmi m, chromium, lead, silver, nickel, and zinc) via the Extraction Procedure for 
To icit (EP TO ) method. All of the soil sample analyses were conducted by Averill 
En ·ro al oratory, located in Plainville, Connecticut [5] . 

~~suits o t e soil sample analyses indicated that soils on the property contained elevated levels 

! ~~nic compounds [1 ,4-dichlorobenzene; 1, 1, 1 ,2-tetrachloroethane; tetrachloroethylene 

Metals Te ng Company (Former) 5 15 January 1998 
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• •• 
GENERAL INFORMATION (Continued) 

(PCE); 1,1,2-trichloroethane; and TCE]. one inorganic element (aluminum), and T . Detecte 
concentrations ranged from 85 parts per billion (ppb) for 1,1 ~2-trichloro 870 
million (ppm) for TPH [5) . 

CE in soil and groundwater. on the property, a soil vapor 
a groun water pump and treat remediation system were installed on the 

ere installed by Tri-S Environmental Consulting, Inc. (TEC). 
1 we unable to determine the exact dates of installation for these systems. 

ion ystep1 operated on the property from January 1991 until approximately 
so· vapor extraction system was shut down due to the non-detection of 
influent. This groundwater remediation system is still in operation on the 
erated on the property since October 1991 [ 6]. 

/~, ' .· 
( ( I • 

Meta s Test1 g Company (Former) 6 15 January 1998 

CERCLI o. CTD055506828 
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• • 
GENERAL INFORMATION (Continued) 

The 

A large steel-framed, 

...-S:J'P\ T perso observed what appeared to be approximately 10 to 15 abandoned vehicles on 

1/ th,e pro , along the northeastern property boundary. These vehicles consisted of trucks, 

( 0; 
7 15 January 1998 



,....----------- ------·--·--· .. 

• ~· 
GENERAL INFORMATION (Concluded) 

cars, forklifts, and other pieces of material handling equipment. Several close 
also obserVed along the northeastern property boundary [3]. 

·den to the property is located at 590 Sullivan 
.,.....,,;~ [3]. 

earest p · ate drinking-water well was unable to be determined by START 
A in 1 ted that the nearest private drinking water well was located 

.,...,..._T'"""'h of e property along Troy Road. START personnel were unable 
or the present status of the well [3;4]. 

TS report for the property, there are approximately 34 people 
rou water sources within 0.25-radial miles of the property and 427 people 

util" · g private r d ter sources within 1-radial mile of the property. The nearest municipal 
wel is ~lie s pply well operated by the Hillsdale Water Company. This well is located 
approxi atel 1. 3~ miles southeast of the property and serves approximately 31 people in South 

Wi~~ . 

(; _ \ u! 
Metals Te mg Company (Former) 8 15 January 1998 
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• • 
SOURCE EVALUATION 

Description of each Source: Identify each source area by name and number, and classify each source i 
category (see SI Table 1). Describe the dimensions of each source. Identify the hazardou~!Mtlm 
each source. Determine the containment characteristics for each source by pathway (see 
6-9). 

t rage Area (Drums) 

ontaminated Soil) 

ill and/ or the 
available to all 

19 indicated that the soils of the 
UI'\,Umi.I'Inorganic element (aluminum). A 

e roperty from January 1991 until 
on ystem was shut down due to the non

d e, VOCs continue to be detected in 

·lrwa!H'!oee:l'ftting on e property, a drum storage area located in the rear of the large 
ART personnel were unable to locate any information regarding 

torage area or the exact number of drums stored at any particular· time. 
roundwater survey report indicated that several drums were observed 

in t drum stora e a ·during CEE' s work on the property. The CEE report further indicated 

th ma~ia stor d in the drum storage area included acetone, nitric acid, hydrofluoric acid, 
ph ~ sph ic a d, s dium hydroxide, kerosene-based zyglo penetrants, and TCE. These materials 
we repo ed to e stored in either 55-gallon drums or 30-gallon carboys. START personnel 

/assu or th" valuation that the drum storage area stored approximately 15 drums on average 

( v,s source is available to all pathways. . 

Metals Te ng Company (Former) 9 15 January 1998 
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• • 
SOURCE EVALUATION (Continued) 

ere 
tment 

treated to 
included a 

cility building: The 
the northeastern wall 

Pathway Availability 

sw SE A 

y y y 

y y y y 

y y y y 

y y y y 

y y y y 

y y y y 

y y y y 
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• • 
SOURCE EVALUATION (Continued) 

Hazardous Waste Quantity (HWQ) Calculations: Sl Tables 1 and 2 (See HRS Tables 2-5, 2- , 

For each source, provide HWQ calculations by tier and provide assumptions. Note: HWQ c 
for the soil exposure pathway. 

This is a multiple source site. Due to insuffi ·e 
could not be evaluated. Tier B (Hazardou 
Source No. 1. 

Tier B: 

Tier C: Three gallons of hydr 
3 + 500 = 0.0 

Tier D: 

WQ = 0.006 

WQ = 12.43 

served two drums, labeled as containing waste oil, in the large 

WQ = 0.2 

Tier D: 

11 15 January 1998 



• • 
SOURCE EVALUATION (Concluded) 

Source No. 6: Tanks 
Tier C: START personnel' assume for this evaluation that the 

components consisted of three 250-gallon tanks. 
750 + 500 = 1.5 

Tier D: Insufficient information is ava · 

Source No. 7: Tanks 
Tier C: The former virgin TC 

550 + 500 = 1.1 

Tier D: 

Metals Te ing Company (Former) 
CER No. CTD055506828 

.1 = 16.736 

12 

WQ = 1.1 

GWHWQ = 10 
SW HWQ = 10 
SE HWQ = 10 

AIR HWQ = 10 

15 January 1998 



S~A~HAZARDOUS WASTE QUANTITY (HWQ) SCORES FOR SINGLE SOURCE SITES AND FORMULAS FOR MULTIPLE 
S CE'"'~~-

( / -·---..,. \1 j \ Single Source Sites I Multiple 
"-....__ f \ 1 "- r-.. , ___ , __ _. w.-.u.n. ------' Source Sites 

Tier 

A 
Hazardous 
Constituent 

Quantity 

B 
Hazardous 

Wastestream I 
Quantity 

c 
Volume 

N/A 

N/A 

Landfill 

Surface 
impoundment 

Drums 

Tanks and 
non-drum 
containers 

Contaminated 
soil 

Pile 

Other 

::::;500,000 lbs 

::::; 6. 7S million ft3 

$250,000 yd3 

::::;6,750 fi3 

::::;250 yd3 

::::; 1,000 drums 

::::;50,000 gallons 

::::;6.75 million ft3 

$250,000 yd3 

::::;6,750 ft3 

::::;250 yd3 

::::;6,750 ft3 

::;250 yd3 

Metals Testing Company (Former) 

CERCUS No. CTD055506828 

> 6,750 to 675,000 ft3 

>250 to 25,000 yd3 

> 1 ,ooo· to 100,000 drums 

> 50,000 to 5 million gallons 

>6.75 million to 675 million ft3 
> 250,000 to 25 million yd3 

>6,750 to 675,000 ftl 
>250 to 25,000 yd3 

>6,750 to 675,000 ft3 

> 250 to 25 ,000 yd3 

13 

HWQ = 10,000 

> 675 million to 67.5 billion ft3 

> 25 million to 2.5 billion yd1 

>675,000 to 67.5 million ftl 
>25,000 to 2.5 million yd3 

>675,000 to 67.5 million ftl 
>25,000 to 2.5 million yd3 

Divisors for Assigning 
HWQ = 1,000,000 I Source WQ Values 

> 1 million lbs 

>67.5 million ft3 

> 2.5 million yd3 

lbs .;- I 

lbs .;- 5,000 

ft3 .;- 67,500 
yd3 .;- 2,500 

ft3 + 67.5 
yd3 .;- 2.5 

drums .;- 10 

gallons .;- 500 

15 January 1998 



sr~~: HAZARDOUS WASTE QUANTITY (HWQ) SCORES FOR SINGLE SOURCE SITES AND FORMULAS FOR 
MULTIPLE SOURCE SITES 

_\ 
Tier 

Surface 
Impoundment 

D I Contaminaled Area 
Soil ~78 acres 

Pile ~ 1,300 ft2 

::>0.029 acres 

Land I ~21.000 ft2 

trealment ::>0.62 acres 

I ton = 2,000 lbs = I yd' ~ 4 drums = 200 gallons 

SI TABLE 2: HWQ SCORES FOR 

Site WQ Total 

0 
P to 100 
> 100 to 10,000 
> 10,000 to 1,000,000 
> 1,000,000 

•1r the HWQ total is between 0 and 1, round it to 1. 

HWQ = 10,000 

0 
lb 
100 
10,000 
1,000,000 

blf the hazardous constiruent quantity data are not complete, assign the score of 10. 

Metals Testing Company (Former) 

CERCUS No. CTD055506828 

14 

Multiple 
Source Sites 

Divisors for Assignbtg 
HWQ = 1,000,000 I Source WQ Values 

> 3.4 billion ft2 

> 78,000 acres 

> 13 million ft2 

>290 acres 

ft2 + 3,400 
acres + 0.078 

ft2 + 13 
acres + 0.00029 

ft2 + 34 '()()() 
ac.res + 0.78 

ft1 + 13 
acres + 0.00029 

ft7 + 270 
acres + 0.0062 

15 January 1998 
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SI TABLE 3: WASTE CHARACTERIZATION WORKSHEET 

~\ Souh---I. 0 . 

. Conlallla ed Soil 

~ 

Source 

Enter "NA • for substances which arc not available 10 a pathway. 
Enter "NL • for substances values no11isted in SCDM. 
Enter •. • • for values nol calculated due 10 substances values no~ listed in SCDM. 
Provide footoote for substances listed in table but nol used for scoring plirposes 
(e.g. BTEX substances attributable to a gasoline tank.) 

4\\ 

0.4 4 0.5 

,::':' 1':&>6:::::::="-d ::,\;:};::'k-~:':.::· : : :':.1 ::: : 4t~i : =. := :_· l . :/iooo : 

NL NL NL NL 

SURFACE WATERPAlliWAY 

OVERLAND/fl.OOD MIGRATION 

Tox. x. 

. ,::;:::::'f:;~::::::f:: l ,::::=:~::~:,::6:4=:_:.\:):.::~:t:·::=:::_::4&·::·:::·:}.:f::',:~:::::·t·:~:\.=:::=> · 

Tetrachloroethane. 1.1.1.2-

'i~ii~hii~~~i~i~~J::::(":::=::::::·=~::}' ,:::' 

Metals Testing Company (Former) 

CERCUS No. CTD055506828 

100 0.4 40 50 

' ':·=::1 bci ::::::·:::::=I ::,:;:="::'::=:::~:~i:'::::=-::: :: 1=::: ·,·,:~6 :·.::::,- ,_·1 .:::-·: ='~ri .·,_ 
NL NL 

15 

0.5 

:,·:::.so>:::.:··· 

Ecotox. x 
Pers. x 

Eco . 

: 

:· 0.2 

;;::::'. ·''··.:· 

15 January 1998 

• 

• 
' ' 



Sl TABLE 3: WASTE CHARACTERIZATION WORKSHEET 

Source 

3 

Enter "NA" for substances which an: not available to a pathway. 
Enter "NL • for substances values not listed in SCDM. 
Enter •- -• for values not calcul:ucd due to substances values not listed in SCDM. 
Provide footoote for substances listed in table but not used for scoring purposes 
(c.,. BTEX substances attributable to a &li.'Oiinc tank.) 

4. Drums 
6. Tanks 
7. Tanks 

.=(::i6: l .:_.·.·:·.:;··. 

• 

NOTES: 

10 

SCDM Version: JUN96 
SI Table 3 assumptions: 

•Indicated compounds were used on the propeny during 
no evidence exists that these compounds were ever releas"'N.or dis 

Metals Testing Company (Former) 

CERCUS No. CTD055506828 
16 

SURFACE WATER PATIIWAY 

OVERLAND/FLOOD MIGRATION 

Tox. x 
J:O .... ..o. 

• 
.. :: .. :.:=·:: ;' . ·· 

··:i;ooo.·= · 

2.000 

• 



SI TABLE 3: WASTE CHARACTERIZATION WORKSHEET 

Source 

·.:.·:: 
·· ::.•to • 

Tetrachloroethane. 1.1.1.2-
.. - ... --.:· ... ·-:: .-.:.-.... ·.-. :·:·.· .. : .. 

•tcirii.~hiorCietli~i~g.•····· 

1 _ ......... l:tiii616~&lliiill~i-iiLit:t: 
Metals Testing Company (Former) 

CERCLIS No. CTD055506828 

100 

(Continued) 

4 2 

·' ·: :i>4oo . • ;· ·.1•:/ 2t.fo6: ...• ,. 

NL NL 

<··:4oo ·>:: L ..... '2oo•: ..... 
2.000 
:-==:·::: ... :.)· 

·.·.·•:.:2J)(K);:.. '<L• .. 

·Gaseous/ 
Particulate 

(HRS Table 
6-13) (indicate 

GorP 

AIR PA111WAY 

Mobility 
(HRS Table 
6-11,6-12) 

Tox. x Mob. 
Value 

(HRS Table 
6-13) 

15 January 1998 
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SI TABLE 3: WASTE CHARACTERIZATION WORKSHEET 
(Continued) 

Source Hazardous Substance 

3 Trichloroethane. 1.1.2-

••.r3[J:> ., •• : l ··~;i~iJ~~~~~::. :i~:.=:'::.::=::•::~:7:.~::,.:·:) 

• 

NOTES: 

10 

SCDM Version: JUN96 
SJ Table 3 assumptions: 

•Indicated compounds were used on the propcny during 
no evidence exists that these compounds were ever rei 

Metals Testing Company (Former) 

CERCUS No. CTD055506828 

18 

Ecotox. x 
Gaseous/ 

Particulate 
(HRS Table 

6-13) (indicate 
GorP 

AlllPAmWAY 

Mobility 
(HRS Table 
6-11,6-12) 

Tox. x Mob. 
Value 

(HRS Table 
6-13) 

1.000 

.. . • , ,;:':.•<io ,,.; 

lO 

• 

• 
. . 



• • 
GROUNDWATER PATHWAY 

Pathway Description and Scoring Notes: Describe the Groundwater Migration Pathway. 
descriptions of the aquifers underlying the site, the depth to groundwater, the locations of 
drinking water supplies and the aquifers from which they draw, and the population relying n groundw 
within 4-radial miles of the site for their drinking water supplies. ~ 

Briefly discuss any sampling events relative to the rou water Pathway; provi e dates { s¥in events and a 
summary of the analytical results and whether an ob rved elease and/or acrual co ets re documented. 

Indicate any assumptions you have made in sco 
influence your scoring rationale. 

rty · gene lly encountered at depths ranging from 3 to 5 feet 
un wate w direction is towards the south-southwest. However, 
g and treat remediation system is active, groundwater flow is 

e rec ery well. The 1994 PA reported the following aquifer 
n~-.nu;,ivity 0 l ,000 gallons per day per foot, a saturated thickness of 8 feet, 

90 gallons per day per square-foot [4;5]. 

~:ate.a....J~m area where the CT DEP classifies groundwater as GA. This 
icates that groundwater is within the area of influence of private and 

pply wells and is presumed suitable for human consumption without 
CT DEP goal is to maintain. the groundwater classification of GA for 

19 15 January 1998 



r---------------------------------------------- ..... . 

•• • 
GROuNDWATER PATHWAY (Continued) 

, or Unknown. · 

Location 
of Source• 

South Windsor 
·. · . . . ··.· 

.::.:· .. -: : -: -:.;,:,:;-::·:::::·:::::-:.::=:.-:':'·. . ·. 

: 'E:iiii wiriiisdf . 
·,, . · .. . . '•'• .· · .. . 

South Windsor 

South Windsor 

20 

Estimated 
Population 

Served 

31 

703 

Source 
Typeb 

Unknown 

Unknown 

15 January 1998 



.------------------ --------- --·- ....... ·· ··· ·······-·······-···· . 

• • 
GROUNDWATER PATHWAY (Continued) 

Estimated Drinking Water Populations Served by Groundwater Sou 
Within 4-Radial Miles of Metals Testing Company (F 

Radial Distance From 
Metals Testing Company 

(Former) 
(miles) 

0.00 < 0.25 

0.50 < 1.00 

:':;:::::~:'::i:':::::::;::;::i:::i:~:Q9:::::~::':.7:f~:::·,,;',:l'::':.::i::;.;:.::.: 

2.00 < 3.00 
,. ·.• . . ·=·.·.·.· =·=-=:··· .·. ·.·•···. 

:::r::;:::,,:::'::\r~'~()Q :,~ ::4:®.'::o:·t:·'. 

[8; 12] 

TOTAL 11,300 

wells were observed by START 

the April1990 groundwater samples, MTC notified the CT DEP 
of approximately 30 gallons of TCE. The exact date of the 

~~-=-treHeral Bo 'ng, Inc. installed two additional monitoring wells (CEE-4 and 
>taJl.e!lt¥-.....Un 11 June 1990, groundwater samples were collected from the three 

wells and the two newly installed wells. Groundwater samples were 
¢-bycm'J)J~ow laboratory for halogenated VOCs. The five previously detected VOCs 

in e groundwater sample from monitoring well CEE-1. In addition, a 

() _ \ u i 

cted halogenated VOC (1, 1 ,2-trichloroethane) was found to be present in the 
ater sample collected from monitoring well CEE-1 [4;13]. 

21 15 January 1998 
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r----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

• • 
GROUNDWATER PATHWAY (Continued) 

The analysis of the quarterly 
monitoring and recovery wei 
detected compound. 1 ,2-Dic 
monitoring well CEE-1. 

22 

of a previously non
sample c9ll~ted from 

15 January 1998 



SI TABLE 4: GROUNDWATER OBSERVED RELEASE SUBSTANCES (BY AQUIFER) 

NO't&:Mobility equals 1 for ~II observed release substances. 

\c!m~f(4t90)>·•·• 

CEE-1 (6/90) 

Notes: 

Compounds listed have been detected in multiple rounds o 
Indicated compounds were detected in groundwaler sampl 
associated with MTC on-site operar.ions. The indicated compo 

SI TABLE 5: GROUNDWATER ACTUAL CONTAM 

Notes:Convert all results and SCDM values to ppb or p.g/L. 

Bckgrd. Cone. 

ND (1 ppb) 

··· ::::.1 :o·-::N6(i~~t;; · :::;.········> 

If sum of percents calculated for I or J index is ~ 100% , consider the well a Levef 

Well ID: 

Sample ID 

SCDM Version: June 1996 

Level 1: 

Hazardous 
Substance 

Cone. 
(p.g/L) 

Level II: 

Benchmark 
Cone. 

(MCL or 
MCLG) 

Highest Percent 

Notes: There are no known groundwater actual contamination targets associated with the propeny. 

Metals Testing Company (Former) 

CERCUS No. CTD055506828 

... 

%of 
Benchmark 

23 

Sum of 
Percents 

Tox. X Mob. = Tox. References 

• 

• 

15 January 1998 



,---------------------------------------------------·-----·-··· ... -·-· 

• • 
GROUNDWATER PATHWAY WORKSHEET 

LIKELIHOOD OF RELEASE 

I. OBSERVED RELEASE: If sampling data or direct observation support a release 
the aquifer, assign a score of 550. Record observed release substances on SI 
Table 4 . 

2. POTENTIAL TO RELEASE: 

aquifer is 70 feet or less, assign a score 
Optionally, evaluate potential to release ceo in 

TARGETS 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

Total= 

if one or more groundwater resource applies; 

mercia! food preparation 
omm cial aquaculture 

· r or designated water recreation area, excluding drinking water 

Sum of Targets T= 

24 

Score 

0 

117.6 

20 

5 

5 

147.6 

Data 
Type 

+ 

+ 

15 January 1998 
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Refs 

4 

8;12 

4 

12 

3 



----------

(-\ \1 TABLE 6 (FROM HRS TABLE 3-12): 

~J ( (J 

Distance ""WeD 
From (choose 

Site Pop. highest) 

0 to 1/4 mile 34 20 

> 1/4 to 1/2 mile 92 18 

> 1/2 to 1 mile 301 9 1 

> 1 to 2 miles 1,699 5 0.7 

> 2 to 3 miles 1,837 3 0.5 

> 3 to 4 miles 7,337 2 0.3 

Nearest Well = I 18 I 
Notes: 

Metals Testing Company (Former) 

CERCUS No. CTD055506828 

5 

3 

2 7 

1 4 13 

VALUES FOR POTENTIAL CONTAMINATION GROUNDWATER 
POPULATIONS 

\"-'Lil~._ Than Karst Aquifers 

100,001 
300.001 I 1,00>,000 

1.rx:.ooo 
to I Pop. 

3,00>,000 Value I Ref. 

1,632,455 53 8;12 

1,012,122 33 8;12 

167 8;12 

294 8;12 

212 8;12 

4.1JJ 417 8;12 

VI II 1//~v Sum= l._i176 

• 
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Distance 

~ From 
Site Pop. highest) 

0 to 1/4 mile 0 20 

> 1/4 to 1/2 mile 0 20 

>1/2 to I mile 0 20 2 

> 1 to 2 miles 0 20 2 

>2 to 3 miles 0 20 2 

>3 to 4 miles 0 20 2 

Nearest Well = 0 

Notes: 

Metals ~esting Company (Former) 

CERCUS No. CTD055506828 

9 

9 

9 26 

VALUES FOR POTENTIAL CONTAMINATION GROUNDWATER 
--POPULATIONS (Continued) 

30,001 100,001 300,001 1,000,000 
to to to Pop. 

300,000 1,000,000 3,000,000 Value 

521,360 1,632,455 0 

1,012,122 0 

816,227 0 

0 

6,227 0 

0 

~~~ 
0 

11 

26 15 January 1998 
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• • 
GROUNDWATER PATHWAY WORKSHEET (Conclude 

WASTE CHARACTERISTICS 

8. If any Actual Contamination Targets exist for the aquifer or overlying 
aquifers, assign the calculated hazardous waste quantity score or a score of 
100, whichever is greater; if no Actual Contamination Tar xist, assign 
the hazardous waste quantity score calculated for sources aila e to 
migrate to groundwater. 

9. Assign the highest groundwater toxicity X mobility v. 
or 4. · 

Value: 1.000 

From Table: ..:.4 __ _ 

10. 

Product 

0 

3 

LR X T X WC 
82,500 

Notes:~', 
( Cal( tions: (550 x 147.6 x 10) -;- 82,500 = 9.84 

27 

we= 

Score 

10 

10 

9.84 

(Maximum of 100) 

15 January 1998 



r-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

• • 
SURFACE WATER PATHWAY 

Indicate any assumptions you have made in sc 
influenced your scoring rationale. 

Note: If a site has more than one waters d o 
potential, document each scenario and u th 
migration pathway score. Provide a s11au.u~~}' 

According to the 1994 P A prep 
entry (PPE) areas, as wel.,a.,._., 
for the property [ 4]. 

lves overland flow to the northern 
ult' ately discharge to ~n unnamed 

~u ... ~ust PPE at the Scantic River. The 
· er is approximately 1.4 miles. This 

e Sea · R er for approximately 2 miles, at which 
'ver. The 15-mile terminus for the first 

Connecticut after 

ver 1 lassified as a Class B waterbody. Class B waterbodies are known or 
~-,---...._ e wate quality criteria which support designated uses. Designated uses for 

Cia B w erbod s 1 ude recreational use , fish and wildlife habitat, agricultural and industrial 
su I ly' r nd 0 her egitimate uses including navigation. Bancroft Brook is classified as a Class 
B! J\ wa rb y. lass B/ A waterbodies may not be meeting Class A water quality criteria or 

n
ne or more de tgnated uses. Designated uses for Class A waterbodies include potential 
~inki supply, fish and wildlife habitat, recreational use, agricultural and industrial 
~d other legitimate uses including navigation. 

Metals Te ng Company (Former) 28 15 January 1998 
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.--------------- -------------- --·-··----

• • 
SURFACE WATER PATHWAY (Continued} 

The property is generally flat with a s 
on-site reconnaissance on 29 May 
includes the Bancroft and Stoug n 
downstream pathway for the pr e 
Scantic River and the Connec ·cut 

g the START 
pathway which 

ver is e more probable 
LUQ,,..,.·,.. •. cludes flow along the 

·s report [3]. 

"le Downstream Pathway from 
· g Company (Former) 

12.4 

Flow Characteristics 
(cfs)b 

4.5 

18,877 

Length of Wetlands 
(miles) 

1.36 

8.64 

• M' mal stre 0 cfs Small to moderate stream 10-100 cfs. Moderate to large stream > 100-1,000 cfs. 
arge stream to ·ver ,000-10,000 cfs. Large river > 10,000-100,000 cfs. Very large river > 100,000 cfs . 

. oast~ ware (flow not applicable). Shallow ocean zone or Great Lake (flow not applicable). Moderate 
'.depth\ocean/ zone 6r Great Lake (flow not applicable). Deep ocean zone or Great Lake (flow not applicable). 

ree-lhHe"mixi zone in quiet flowing river 10 cfs or greater. (th' ~r cond. 

29 15 January 1998 
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r---------------------------------------------0 .. 

• • 
SURFACE WATER PATHWAY (Continued) 

Sensitive environments locate 
in the following table. 

Sensitive 

Fed. Endg. 

[17;18] 

Pathway from 

Downstream 
istance from PPE 

(miles) 

0.1 

Flow Rate 
at Environment 

(cfst 

4.5 

2.6 18,877 

mpleted a PA of the _property. No environmental samples were 

30 15 January 1998 



• !STOUGHTON! 

I 

I EAST HARTFORD I 

I HARTFORD I 

!GLASTONBURY! 

I WETHERSFIELD I 
15 1.41LE DOYtT-ISTREAU TERI.IINUS 
LOCATED AT CROW POINT 
'h£n-tERSF1ELD. CT 

LEGEND 
.Ill.. WETLANDS - FLOW DIRECTION 

* PROBABLE POINT OF cfs CUBIC FEET PER SECOND 

ENTRY TO SURFACE 
WATER ~~~ PROPERTY 

C0 FISHERY DRAINAGE SWALE 

SURFACE WATER PATHWAY 

METALS TESTING COMPANY (FORMER) 

570 SULLIVAN AVENUE 

SOUTH WINDSOR, CONNECTICUT 

Metals Testing Company (Former) 
CERCUS No. CTD055506828 

31 

NOT TO SCALE 

SOURCE: U.S.G.S. OUAORANGLE(S): WINDSOR LOCKS, CT 
I.AANCHESTER, CT 
BROAD BROOK, CT 
HARTFORD NORTH, CT 
HARTFORD SOUTH. CT 
GLASTONBURY, CT 

® 
I.IAHAGERS 

REGION I SUPERFUND TECHNICAl ASSESS ... (NT AND RESPONSE TEAU 

TOO II 
97-02-0009 

F'IL£ NAI.AE: 

S:\97020009\FIG3.DWG 

DATE 

7/ 7/97 
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SURFACE WATER OBSERVED RELEASE SUBSTANCES 

meet the criteria for an observed release to surface water; however do not eliminate a substance from this table if it has a BCF of less than 500. 

Substance 
Concentration 

Notes: There are no known surface water observed release subs~ 

SI TABLE 8: SURFACE WATER DRINKING 

Notes: Convert all results and SCDM values to ppb or ~tg/L. 
If sum of percents calculated for I or J index is ~ 100 

ID 
Hazardous 
Substance 

Level 1: Level II: 

Highest Percent 
SCDM Version: June 1996 

Bckgrd. 
Cone. 

Notes: There are no known surface water drinking water actual contamination targets associated with the property. 

Metals Testing Company (Former) 

CERCUS No. CTD055506828 

BCF 
HRS Table 

4-15 

Sum of Percents 

32 

Toxicity x 
Persistence 

Toxicity X 
Persis. X 
Bioaccum 

Ecotoxicity x 
Persis. x 

Ecobioaccum References 

% of Cancer Risk Cone. 

15 January 1998 



~-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------· 

• SURFACE WATER PATHWAY • 
LIKELmOOD OF RELEASE AND DRINKING WATER THREAT WORKSHEET 

LIKELlliOOD OF RELEASE -
OVERLAND/FLOOD MIGRATION 

l. 

2. 

1) 

2) 

3) 

2. 

OBSERVED RELEASE: If sampling data or direct observation 
support a release to surface water in the watershed, assign a 
score of 550. Record observed release substances on SI Table 7. 

POTENTIAL TO RELEASE: Dis 
2.640 (feet) 
If sampling data do not support release 
watershed, use the table belo 
below based on distance to 

LR= 

or direct observation 

a r migration only for a · 
f the following conditions: 

L TO RELEASE: Depth to aquifer: ~ feet. If 
ta do not support a release to the aquifer, and the site 

is in ka terrain or the depth to aquifer is 70 feet or less assign 
a s ore of 500: otherwise assign a score of 340. Optionally, 
ev , luate potential to release according to HRS Section 3 .1.2. 

Score 

500 

LR = 500 rj•'"' totn.te S mio 
I ;sedi~~rnpling were to be conducted and sampling documented an Observed Release, LR = 550. 

\ u ) 
Metals Te mg Company (Former) 33 
CERC No. CTD055506828 

Data 
Type Refs 

5 
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• • SURFACE WATER PATHWAY 
LIKELlliOOD OF RELEASE AND DRINKING WATER THREAT WO.n.n,pn.~ 

(Continued) 

DRINKING WATER THREAT TARGETS 

Record the water body type, flow, and number of people served by each 
drinking water intake within the distance limit in watershed. If there is 
no drinking water intake within the target dist eli 't, assign 0 to factors 
3, 4, and 5. 

Water Body 
Intake Name Type 

• 

• 
• 

if one or more surface water 
none pplies. 

· urn) of commercial food crops or 

0 

0 

0 

5 

Sum of Targets T = 5 

34 

19 

19 

19 

19 

15 January 1998 
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SI TABLE 9 (FROM HRS TABLE 4-14): DILUTION-WEIGHTED POPULATION VALUES FOR POTENTIAL 
CONTAMINATION FOR SURFACE WATER MIGRATION PATHWAY<a>-

~0 I I _I NUMBER OF PEOPLE 

__ I ( T~~u~e W~er I 
11 31 101 to 301 1,001 3,001 10,001 

N:<.f.1~ to to 100 300 to to to to Pop. 
Pop. I ake 10 ).0 1,000 3,000 10,000 30,000 Value 

164 I 522 1,633 5,214 16,325 0 

16 I 52 I 163 521 1,633 0 

Moderate to large stre1 # ~0~~~ J21) 031//211 51 
16 52 163 

01 ( > 100 to 1,000 cfs) 

Large Stream to river <........I / o I'V 9 v _,{) _(){}lN O.lW'I / 0.05 J:.. /0.2 A ff-5 1---...... 21 5 16 01 

( > 1,000 to 10,000 cfs) 

Large River I o I/' o/71 /a\ I o\o2lo.oos f"J o.J.' 1/ o.os~J'.... o.sl 21 0 
( > 10,000 to 100,000 cfs) 

I ol 0~ 
> 

~I 7/o I /i}:Qo~'K>.oo;u.oos r'"'o.o2l 7 o.os>K o.2l Very Large River 0 
( > 100,000 cfs) 

Shallow ocean zone or 
Great Lake 
(depth < 20 feet) 

Moderate ocean zone or 
Great Lake 
(Depth 20 to 200 feet) 

Deep ocean zone or 
Great Lake 
(depth > 200 feet) 

3-mile mixing zone in quiet 
flowing river 
(..2:. 10 cfs) 

Metals Testing Company (Former) 

CERCUS No. CTD055506828 

I 
, 

I 

I 

0 

ol 0 I ol 

' ' ' 

Ol 0 I Ol 

ol 10 I 21 

0 

o I "~-'1 Y o.bm lf Qh)s 1':::: o.~ o.osl o.2 I 0 

' ' ~ . 10 I 0 • I ~ ' ' 

Ol Ol 0.001 I O.()Jt3 I 1.008 I / o.a& I o ... o8 I o I 

91 261 821 261 

35 15 January 1998 

• 

•• 



SI TABLE 9 (FROM HRS TABLE 4-14): DILUTION-WEIGHTED POPULATION VALUES FOR POTENTIAL 
---~- CONTAMINATION FOR SURFACE WATER MIGRATION PATHWAY(a> (Continued) 

Large Stream to rive 
(> 1,000 to 10,000 cfs) 

Large River 
( > 10,000 to 100,000 cfs) 

Very Large River 
( > 100,000 cfs) 

Shallow ocean rone or Great Lake 
(depth < 20 feet) 

Moderate ocean zone or Great Lake 
(Depth 20 to 200 feet) 

Deep ocean zone or Great Lake 
(depth > 200 feet) 

3-mile mixing zone in quiet flowing river (2:. 10 cfs) 

30,001 
to 

100,000 

0 

0 26,068 

NUMBER OF PEOPLE 

100,001 300,001 1,000,001 3,000,001 
to to to to 

300,000 1,000,000 3,000,000 10,000,000 

163,246 521,360 1,632,455 5,213,590 

16,325 52,136 163,245 521,359 

5,214 16,325 52,136 

1,632 5,214 

521 

52 

26 

• Round the number of people to nearest integer. Do not round the assigned dilution-weighted population value to neaN!iifmttf! 

Pop. 
Value 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

b Treat each lake as a separate type of water body and assign it a dilution-weighted population value using the surface water body type~th th'1s 
weight from HRS Table 4-13 as the lake. If drinking water is withdrawn from coastal tidal water or the ocean, assign a dilution-wei ed pf.Jp 
to it using the surface water body type with the same dilution weight from HRS Table 4-13 as the coastal tidal water or the ocean zon . 

Metals Testing Company (Former) 

CERCUS No. CTD055506828 
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SI TABLE 10: HUMAN FOOD CHAIN ACTUAL CONTAMINATION TARGETS FOR WATERSHED 
Convert all results and SCDM values to pg/kg or ppb. . 
If sum of percents calculated for I or J index is ~ I 00%, consider the fishery a Level I target; if sum of I or J index is < 100 percent consider the fishery a Level 
II target. List only those substances that meet the observed release criteria in a fishery within the target distance limit and have a BCF of ~ 500; BCF values are 
found on SI Table 7. 

Notes: There are no known human food chain actual contamination targets 
Reference Sample: 

SI TABLE 11: SENSITIVE ENVIRONMENT ACT~! 
Notes: Convert all results and SCDM values to p.g/L or ppb. 

If the highest % of benchmark calculated is ~ 100%, consider th 
the sensitive env. a Level II target. 

Environment ID: Sample Type: 

Sample ID Hazardous Substance 

SCDM Version: June 1996 
Notes: There are no known sensitive environment actual contamination targetS associated with the property. 

Metals Testing Company (Former) 

CERCUS No . CTD055506828 

Levell: Level II: 

37 

RID 

References: 

Cancer Risk 
Cone. 

:J index) %of RID (I index) 

%or 
Cancer 

Risk 
Cone. 

Sum of Percents 
L-------' 

100% consider 

References 

Highest Percent 
'--------t--' 

15 January 1998 
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Sl.A\CE WATER PATHWAY (Contb:Jal) 
n1lfAN FOOD CHAIN TIIREAT WORKS~ 

HUMAN FOOD CHAIN THREATT ARGETS 

Record the water body type and flow for each fishery within the target 
distance limit. If there is no fishery within the target distance limit, 
assign a score of 0 at the bottom of this page. · · 

Fishery Name: Connecticut River 
Species: unknown 
Species: 

Fishery Name: BB/SB 
Species: unknown 
Species: 

Water Body: Connecticut River Flow: 18,877 cfs 
Production: > 0 lbs/yr 
Production: lbs/yr 

Water Body: BB/SB 
Production: > 0 lbs/yr 
Production: lbs/yr 

FOOD CHAIN INDIVIDU~ (Select high 

7. 

8. 

Lowest Flow FCI Value 

< 10 cfs 20 

2 

0 

10 

FCI Value= 

Targets T= 
No : /SB = Bane 

temate s 

Score 

20 

20 

15;16 

15;16 

If se~ent sampling were to be conducted and sampling detected phosphoric acid (the only compound associated with the 
prorerty hF; scF ~ 500), T = 45 

~ TeJng Company (Former) 38 15 January 1998 
CERC No. CTD055506828 



r--------- ----------------------------- - ------------- -······· .. ,, 

S.ACE WATER PATHWAY (Cont.) 

ENVIRONMENTAL THREAT WORKSHEET 

When measuring length of wetlands that are located on both sides of a surface water body, sum both fronta 
environment that is more than one type, assign a value for each type. 

ENVIRONMENTAL TIIREAT TARGETS 

Record the water body and flow for each surface water sensitive environment within the target 
distance limit (see Sl Table 12). If there is no sensitive environment within the target distance 
limit, assign a score of 0 at the bottom of the page. 

Environment Type (SI Table 13) 

CWA Water body 
Wetlands (1.36 miles) 
Wetlands (0.19 miles) 
Wetlands (8.64 miles) 

Federal Endangered Species Habitat 

9. ACTUAL CONTAMINATION SENS 
observation indicate any sensitive env1 
from the site, record this information on 
environment (SI Tables 13 and 14 . 

Substance(s): 

From Table: 

Environme 
nt Type 
(SI Table 

13) 

10. 

Flow 

4.5 cfs 

8.1 cfs 

Fed. Endg. Species 
(100) X 

CW A water body (5) X 

Sum = 

Pot. 
Cont. Product 

0.1 5.0 

0. 1 2.5 

0.1 0.025 

0.1 = 0 .01 

0. 1 = 0.5 

Sum = 8.035 

Sum of Targets T = 8.035 
= Federal Endangered 
= Clean Water Act 

'16;17;18 

+ 16; 17;18 

temate See e Scantic River segment is added to the e xisting downstream pathway the Targets value would become 8.06. 

If se~_en~=g were to be conducted and sampling showed 0 .1 miles of contaminated wetlands and CW A contamination, T = 

37.5 uh /ling scenario assumes that only the Bancroft and Stoughton Brook pathway is evaluated (No Scantic River segment). 

Metals Te mg Company (Former) 39 15 January 1998 
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SI TABLE 12 (HRS TABLE 4-13): 
SURFACE WATER DILUTION WEIGHTS 

./ 

Very large river 

Coastal tidal waters 

Deep ocean zone or Great Lake 

3-mile mixing zone in quiet flowing river 

* Check all (.1) appropriate dilution weights. 

Notes: 

Metals Testing Company (Former) 

CERCLIS No. CTD055506828 
40 

Assigned 
Dilution 
Weight 

-
1 

-
0.1 -

0.01 
--
0.001 I • 0.0001 I 

--
0.00001 

0.5 

• 

15 January 1998 



•
I TABLE .13 (HRS TABLE 4-23):6 _-

SURFACE WA AND AIR SENSITIVE ENVIRO~NTS VALUES 

• Sensitive Environment · 

./ Critical habitat for Federal designated endangered or threatened species 
Marine Sanctuary 
National Park 
Designated Federal Wilderness Area . 
Ecolo~ically important areas identified under the Coastal Zone Wilderness Act 
Sensittve Areas identified under the National Estuary Program or Near Coastal 

Water Program of the Clean Water Act 
Critical Areas identified under the Clean Lakes 

(subareas in lakes or entire small lakes) 
National Monument (air pathway only) 
National Seashore Recreation Area 
National Lakeshore Recreation Area 

ter Pathway) or Sl Table 23 (Air Pathwa ) 

Less t 0 . 1 mile 
d'----+-f~.i-1-lrrl mile 

Greater than 1 to 2 miles 
reater than 2 to 3 miles 
eater than 3 to 4 miles 

reater than 4 to 8 miles 
Greater than 8 to 12 miles 
Greater than 12 to 16 miles 
Greater than 16 to 20 miles 
Greater than 20 miles 

41 

ASSIGNED 
VALUE 

0 
25 
50 
75 

100 
150 
250 
350 
450 
500 

75 

50 

25 

5 
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s!A\cE WATER PATHWAY (Conch*-) _-
WASTE CHARA~IDSTICS, THREAT, AND PATHWAY~ SUMMARY 

WAsrE CIIARACTERISI'ICS Scor~ 1'-
ll. If an Actual Contamination Target (drinking water, human food chain, or environmental 

~I threat) exists for the watershed, assign the calculated hazardous waste quantity score, or 
a score of 100, whichever is greater. If no Actual Contamination Targets exist, assign 
the hazardous waste quantity score calculated for sources available to migrate to surface 
water. ...... 

12. Assign the highest value from Sl T;lble 3 or Sl Table 7 for the hazardous substance ~ 
waste characterization factors below. Multiply each by the surface water hazardous 

~ waste quantity score and determine the waste ~haractcrisAre for each threat. 

DWT HFq{ I ET 

~< Substance(s): 1,1,2-trichloroethane Phosp~c Acid"" ...... Aluminum 

Value: 400 . b.oE~ ~0 ~~ 
From Table: 3 A'i '-, A I ~ 

•Footnote all substances which cannot fit on fl h ~~~ "" 13. Multiply""'~,<;~ md h~nlou•~ ~,;gu ""~ v characteristics score for each threat frri e table . 

Product wj;:;;;e~ ........._~, ...... "-.. 
~ 

_( ~~ -~ ( ..... 0 

>Oto <10 '\.t '\ /I /)" "'""' ~ ~10 to < 100 ~ ~ ~ < VI 1 ~~ 
~lOOto < l ,rx/ - b ".I I y VI) 
~ 1,000 to /to.~ J _6 > .! " ' 

<f..! I 
~ 10,000 ~IE+~ ~ ~~ / ""'~ /.t 
~IE+O~~ ~ : 1/ r- \ "'V 

~ 

~4"+06 to < IE~" ~32 . ~ "" ) } 

~IE+t6'to ~+081 ¥' ~ ,// ' 
~E+08~E+09j ~ ~ I 
~IE~ <tE/Io I ,,£ ~ ~ ~ 

~ IE+ IO to ~+IV' ;ji· / "'V 

~ IE+ll to < lEi_~ ~60 { 

~IE+I2org~cr"' ~()()() "' *check (.I) the we ~u~ threat 
I . 

~ ""-.. Substance Value HWQ Product WC Score (from Table) 

Drinking Wate~"' 
ToxicitY xTersistence~ ) 400 X 10 = 4,000 6 (Maximum of 100) 

Food;{a~n~~cn\ ~ 2.0E+ 06 X 10 = 2.0E+07 56 (Maximum of 1000) 
To:tici x Pe istenc 
Bioaccumulati'on , 

; u~£nl~ Enviro ental (ET) 5,000 X 10= 50,000 10 (Ma:timum of 1000) 

~~~ Persistence 
oacc ulatton 

. -
Note~ltemate Scenario 

( 
If seen were to be conducted and sampling documented 41Ctual contamination, then we scores would increase by one order of magnitude. 

Metals Te mg Company (Former) 42 15 January 1998 
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• 
SURFACE WATER PATHWAY THREAT SCORES 

Threat <n 
Drinking Water (OW) 

':·,·:·:' .· .. ·.· ·-::.::.· ··· .·>.:.·=·· ·=··>·"<: · ·,· ...- · ·.··.··· 

:::!~;~~;~·i:f;;Ji•i·~~~~·:·········:·· 
Environmental (E) 

Likelihood of 
Release (LR) 

Score 

Multiply LR by T and by WC. Divide 
the surface water pathway score for 
score. If the pathway score is greater 

Notes: 

Enviro 
Surface 

• 
Pathway Waste 

· Characteristics(W 
C) Score 

(determined above 

e threat scores to obtain 
atershed/migration route 

7.457 

(Muimum of 100) 

(B) d a compound with a BCF ~ 500 were detected documenting Human Food 
tual contamination, then the Surface Water Pathway score would be: 

43 15 January 1998 
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• • 
SOIL EXPOSURE PATHWAY 

Pathway Description and Scoring Notes: Identify all areas of observed contamination. 
population is associated with the site and characterize the area surrounding the site. Identi 
any terrestrial sensitive environments located within the target distance limit. 

Briefly discuss any sampling events relative to the so· sure Pathway; provide da ~ng ts and a 
summary of the analytical results and whether an obse ed r ease and/or actual contaminatio ~~e documented. 

Indicate any assumptions you have made in scor" g the Soil 
influenced your scoring rationale. 

There are no residences locate 

e operty on 29 May 1997. During 
vehicular and pedestrian access to 

are facilities located within 200 feet 
S ool, located on Ayers Street in South 

utheast of the property. There are no 
erty [3]. 

erial spills on the property. The first involved 

ed ap ximately 30 gallons of TCE. This spill occurred on a paved 
ar of e property, on an unknown date. The spill was reported to 

Soil sampling conducted on the property in 1990 supports a 
e soils of he property. As a result of the detection of TCE in the soils of 

m+~mnrr-r"Tf'raction system was installed. The soil vapor extraction system was 
anua 1991 until approximately October 1994, when it was shut down due to 

VO s in the influent soil vapor [4;6]. 

il samples were collected from the area of the TCE spill both prior to the 

44 



• • 
SOll.. EXPOSURE PATHWAY (Continued) 

. 
collected from 2 to 4 feet below grade. The samples were collected from areas o 
which were thought to have been impacted by historical on-site operatic 

0 
/ \ 
( 0; 

Metals Tes 'ng Company (Former) 
CERC No. CTD055506828 

45 

or less indicated 
compounds (1,4-
and TCE), one 

ged from · 85 ppb for 

operty that the 1992 soil samples 
o via soil vapor extraction for 

to Matrix Analytical Laboratory in 
ysis by EPA Method 8010. No 

les collected on 7 October 1992 [7]. 

15 January 1998 



• • 



SI TABLE 15a: SOIL EXPOSURE OBSERVED CONTAMINATION SUBSTANCES 

Hazardous Substance 

Notes: 

SI TABLE 15b: SOIL EXPOS 

Notes: Convert all resulls and SCDM values to ~-tg/kg or 
100%, consider the residents Level II targets. 

Residence ID: , 

Samole ID Hazardous Substance 

··=·:: ··.::.=:.:·.=· 

SCDM Version: June 1996 

Level 1: 

Notes: There are no known soil exposure resident popula1ion targets associated with !he propeny. 

Metals Testing Company (Former) 

CERCUS No. CTD055506828 
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%of 
RID 

Toxicit References 

• 

• 
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r------------------------------------- - - - - ------ --- ---·-··-· 

• • SOU. EXPOSURE PATHWAY WORKSHEET 
RESIDENT POPULATION THREAT 

L~LmOODOF~~ 

L OBSERVED CONTAMINATION: If evidence indicates 
presence of observed contamination (depth of 2 feet or less), 
assign a score of 550; otherwise, assign a 0. Note that a 
likelihood of exposure score of 0 results in a soil ex 

pathway score of 0. 

TARGETS 

2. RESIDENT POPULATION: 

Level 1: 
Level II: 

3. RESIDENT INDIVIDUAL: 

4. WORKERS: 

Sum= 

6. a score of 5 if any one or more of the 

' I 

C mmerciallivestock production or commercial 
r cstock grazing 

Sum of Targets · T= 

47 

Score 

5 

0 

0 

5 

+ 3;4 

+ 3;4 

+ 3;4 

+ 3;4 

+ 3;4 

15 January 1998 
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• • SOIL EXPOSURE PATHWAY WORKSHEET 
NEARBY POPULATION THREAT 

LIKELlliOOD OF EXPOSURE Score 

7 . Attractiveness/ Accessibility 
(from SI Table 17 or HRS Table S-6) 

Area of Contamination 
(from SI Table 18 or HRS Table 5-7) 

TARGETS 

8. 

9. 

1.6 

2.6 

Notes: 

( 0-J 
\ ~ 'T'4 jng Company (Former) 
~~o. CTD055506828 

48 

3;4 

Ret. 

+ 3;4 

+ 3;4 
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r-----------------------------------------------------·--.... . 

• • SI TABLE 16 (HRS TABLE S-5): SOIL EXPOSURE PATHWAY 
TERRESTRIAL SENSITIVE ENVIRONMENT VALUES 

• TERRESI'RIAL SENSITIVE ENVIRONMENT 

Tenestrial critical habitat for Federal designated endangered or 

Notes: 

threatened species 
National Park 
Designated Federal Wilderness Area 
National Moooment 

Tenestrial habitat known to be used by Federal desig 
or endangered species 

National Preserve (tenestrial) 
National or State tenestrial Wildlife Refuge 
Federal land designated for protection of natu 
Administratively proposed Federal Wilderne e 
Terrestrial areas utilized by large or dense ggre 

(vertebrate species) for breeding 

Terrestrial habitat used by State desi 
Terrestrial habitat used by species 

endangered or threatened status 

t ·\ 
! (;-) 

Metals Te mg Company (Former) 
ER No. CTD055506828 
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• • SI TABLE 17 (HRS TABLE S-6); 
ATIRACTIVENESS/ ACCESSffiiLITY VALUES 

• AREA OF OBSERVED CONTAMINATION 

Designated recreational area 

Regularly used for public recreation (for example, vacant lots in urban area) 

Accessible and unique recreational area (for example, v 

Moderately accessible (may have some access impro 
road) with some public recreation use 

Slightly accessible (for example, extremely rur 
with some public recreation use 

./ Accessible with no public recreation use 

Surrounded by maintained fence or co 
barriers 

• Check (.1) highest value. 

SI TABLE 18 ( 

NoteS: 

50 

5 

0 

ASSIGNED 
VALUE 

5 

20 

40 

60 

80 

100 
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SOIL E~ PATHWAY WORKSHEET .eluded)-" 

WASIE CHARACTERISilCS 

10. Assign the hazardous waste quantity score calculated for soil exposure 

II. Assign the highest toxicity value from SI Table 15a. 

Substance(s): 1.1 .2-trichloroethane Tetrachloroethylene 

Value: .._1.,000~----- 100 

From Table: .._lS..,a..._ ____ _ lSa 

12. Multiply the toxicity and hazardous waste quan · 
from the table below: 

Product 

0 

>Oto <10 

1 1 1 2-tetrachloroethane 

100 

we= 

LE X T X WC = 
82,500 

LEX T X WC = 
82,500 

Score 

10 

0.333 

0.002 

0.335 

(Maximum of 100) 

15 January 1998 



,------ --------------------------------------··· 

• • 
AIR MIGRATION PATHWAY 

Pathway Description and Scoring Notes: Describe the Air Migration Pathway. Identify the nearest p 

of airborne contaminants and the population residing within four miles of the site. ldentiiY/illlY'~~ 

located within the target distance limit. 

Briefly discuss any sampling events relative to the Air 
analytical results and whether an observed release a 

Indicate any assumptions you have made in scor· g the Air 
your scoring rationale. 

The nearest residence is located 
Avenue. The CENTRACTS re rt r 
an estimated 33,271 people re d" 
START on-site reconnaissan there 
working on the property. The 4-
workers. The following 
the property [3; 8] . 

[3;8] 

53 

ich influenced 

the pro at 590 Sullivan 
. indicates that there are 

. At the time of the 
. Myette .Corporation 

oes not include· the three on-site 
ion within 4-radial miles of 

Estimated Population 

·_ ::: 

17,051 

33,274 

15 January 1998 



• • 
AIR MIGRATION PATHWAY (Continued) 

Sensitive Environments Located Within 4-Radial Miles of 
Metals Testing Company (Former). 

Radial Distance from 
Metals Testing Company (Fonner) (miles) 

0.00 < 0.25 

0.25 < 0.50 

0.50 < 1 

6 occurrences of State Special Concern species habitats. 

air sampling has been conducted at the property. During the 
ve~rsonm~t conducted air monitoring utilizing a PID. No readings 

i!lltP·~·d during START air monitoring activities [3] . 
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SI TABLE 21a: AIR PATHWAY OBSERVED RELEASE SUBSTANCES 
eauals I for all observed release substances_ 

Hazardous Substance 

Note: 

Samole ID: 

Hazardous Substance 

Samole ID: 

Hazardous Substance 

Substance 
Concentration Bck2rd. ID. 

Levell: 

Toxicitv/ 
Mobili 

Level II: 

Benchmark 
Cone. <NAAOS or 

NESHAPS 

Notes: There are no known air pillhway acrual contamination Wgas associated with the property. 

Metals Testing Company (Former) 

CERCUS No. CTD055506828 

55 

Bck2rd. Cone. 
Gaseous or 
Particulate 

Tox. x Mob.= 
Tox. References 

100% consider the targets as Level 

References: 

%of Cancer 
Risk 
Cone. 

References: 

%of Cancer 
Risk 
Cone. 

15 January 1998 
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• 
AIR PATHWAY WORKSHEET 

LIKELlliOOD OF RELEASE 

l. OBSERVED RELEASE: If sampling data or direct observation. support a 

release to air, assign a score of .5.50. Record observed release substances on 
SI Table 21. 

2. POTENTIAL TO RELEASE: If sampling data do ot 
air, assign a score of 500. Optionally. evaluate · mi 
particulate potential to release (HRS Section 6 .. 2). 

TARGETS 

3. ACTUAL CONTAMINATION P 
people within the target distance 
hazardous substance to the air. 

Level 1: _Q_ people x 1 
Level II: _Q_ people x 

4. 

5. 

6. 

Value 

7. 

Sum of Targets T = 

56 

• 
Score 

3 

Refs 

0 3 

14.7 + 3;8 

20 + 3;8 

0 + 17 

2.893 + 17; 18 

5 + 3 

42.593 

15 January 1998 



r-------------------------- - ------------· --·-· -··--·-···· 

•• • 
AIR PATHWAY WORKSHEET (Concluded) 

WASTE CHARACTERISTICS 

9. If any Actual Contamination Targets exist for the air pathway, assign the calculated hazardous wa 

quantity score or a score of 100, whichever is greater; if there are no Actual Contamination Targ 

for the air pathway, assign the calculated HWQ score for sources available for air migration. 

10. Assign the highest air toxicity x mobility value from SI 

Substance(s): 1, 1 .2-trichloroethane 

Value: 

11. Multiply the. toxicity and hazardous wa 
from the table below: 

0 

;c··o'""' .. ,,, < ,.) • 82.5110 ~ ' ·" 

.\J 
(0--J 

57 

we= 

LE X T X WC = 
82,500 

10 

2.58 

(Maximum of 100) 
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~~OM HRS TABLE 6-17): VALUES FOR POTENTIAL CONTAMINATION AIR TARGET POPULATIONS 

0 to 1/4 mile 

> 1/4 to 1/2 mile 289 

> 1/2 to 1 mile 1,445 

> I to 2 miles 4,413 0 

> 2 to 3 miles 9,961 0 . 0.009 

> 3 to 4 miles 17,051 0 0.005 

Nearest Individual = 20 

*Score = 20 if !he Nearest Individual is wilhin ll8 mile of a source; score = 1 if !he Nearest Individual is between 

References; 
Notes; Three employees of !he WF Myette Co. currently work on a source. 

Metals Testing Company (Former) 

CERCUS No. CTD055506828 

3,001 I 10,001 

I 
30,001 

to to 
30,000 100,000 

52,137 

13.034 

58 

100,001 300,001 1,000,000 
to to to Pop. 

300,000 1,000,000 3,000,000 Value 

163,246 521,360 1,632,455 4 

40,812 130,340 408,114 41 

8,815 28,153 88,153 9 

8,342 26.119 26 

8,326 27 

3,755 12 

2,285 I 28 

Sum= I 147 

15 January 1998 
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./ 

SI TABLE 23 (HRS TABLE 
6-18): AIR PATHWAY 

VA't.UES FOR WETLAND AREA 

> 150 to 200 acres 

> 200 to 300 acres 

> 300 to 400 acres 

> 400 to 500 acres 

> 500 acres 500 

• Check (.1) highes1 value. 

Notes: A = Stale special concern species (value = 25/occurrence) 
B = State lhreatenedlendangered species (value = 50/occurrence) 

Metals Testing Company (Former) 

CERCUS No. CTD055506828 

SI TABLE 24: DISTANCE WEIGHTS AND 
CALCULATIONS FOR AIR PATHWAY POTENTIAL 

CONTAMINATION SENSITIVE ENVIRONMENTS 

SENSITIVE ENVIRONMENT TYPE 
AND VALUE (FROM Sl TABLES 

DISTANCE 
DISTANCE 
WEIGHT . 13 AND 23) PRODUCT 

0.10 X 

X 0 

x 3 acres - wetlands = (25) 

x 1 occurrence of A ,;, (25) 1.25 

X 

~~urrence of A = (25) 0.54 

0.52 

0.225 

2 to 3 miles 

0.2~3 

3 to 4 miles 0.00014 

> 4 miles 0 X 
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• 
SITE SCORE CALCULATION 

GROUNDWATER PATHWAY SCORE (S0w) 

SURFACE WATER PATHWAY SCORE (Ssw) 

SOIL EX?OSURE PATHWAY SCORE(Sse) 

AIR PATHWAY SCORE (SA) 

SIT~ SCORE 

COMMENTS: 

Alternate Scenario 

(A) 

(B) 

WARNING!! : 

• 
s 

9.84 

7.457 

0.335 

ompound with a BCF 2:. 500 were detected documenting 
al contamination, then the Surface Water Pathway score 
d 43). The resulting overall Site Score would become 

the H S score of any site that is progressing towards listing on the NPL is confidential. Deliberations 

regard in . orin or listing is es, the site specific status, and HRS scores cannot be released or discussed with non-Agency persons. 

ition!ll gui the April 30, 1993 OSWER Directive 9320.1-11. 
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• • 
METALS TESTING COMPANY (FORMER) 

REFERENCES 

[1] Town of South Windsor. 1997. Town of South Windsor, Co 
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•• • 
:METALS TESTING COMPANY (FORMER) 

REFERENCES (Concluded) 
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